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to know it. A club was even founded for this
purpose, but it did not get as far as publishing the
things ... I think because of the manuscript
business.
It would never have occurred to me to take part
in the controversy if Gebauer, with whom I had
had very little to do at that time, had not come to
me and asked me to print in the Athenaeum an
article in which he proved that the so-called Dvora
Kralova and Hora Zelena manuscripts were fabrica-
tions of our own century. I think it happened in
this way: Gebauer had explained his objections to
the manuscripts in some literary review or other,
and Martin Hattala attacked him for it in the
Press; so now Gebauer wanted to defend himself. It
is true that Kvicala and Gebauer had a Philological
Review of their own, but Kvicala would not publish
it there, for fear of offending his collaborators. Of
course I accepted the article, partly because I knew
what a scholar Gebauer was, and partly because I
did not myself believe in the authenticity of the
manuscripts. I had already been influenced to a
certain extent in the matter by Sembera in Vienna,
and still more by the criticisms of Vasek. To me
the question of the manuscripts was first and fore-
most a moral question: if they were forgeries we
must confess it before the whole world. Our pride,
our culture, must not be based on a lie. Besides, we